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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the present application in view of the above amendmeiits and 
remarks provided below is respectfully requested. 

Objections to the Drawings 

The Examiner objected to Figure 10, as previously filed, on the grounds that it did not 
show a thong shaped panty liner as shown in the originally filed figures but now showed the 
article with layers. The Examiner also objected to the drawings for failing to show all of the 
features recited in the claims including various layers such as the transfer layer and layered 
portion. Without addressing the merits of the Examiner's objections, the claims have been 
amended herein such render the Examiner's objections to the drawings moot. In view of the 
amendments to the claims made herein it is respectfully submitted that the Examiner's 
objections to the drawings have now been rendered moot and should be withdrawn. 

Objections to the Description 

The Examiner objected to the "Summary of the Invention" section on the grounds that 
the description of the claimed invention and the invention as claimed are not commensurate in 
scope. The "Summary of the Invention" section has been amended herein such that the scope of 
the Summary corresponds to the scope of amended independent claim 9- Accordingly, it is 
respectfijily submitted that the Examiner's objecdons to the description have been overcome. 
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Claim Rejections under 35 USC 102 and 35 USC 1Q3ra} 

Claims 5-6 were rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by Maulhardl, DE 

*026. 

Claims 1-4 and 1 3-15 were rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hammons et al ^484 and Mattingly W7, alone, or in the alternative, under 35 USC 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hammons et al . '484 in view of Sneider *49 1 . Robiano DE *628> Noel 
'458 and Whitehead et al. '490. 

Claims 9-12 and 20-2] were rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by Bien 
^929, Mattingly *047, and Osborn '264, or in the alternative, under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hammons et al. '484 in view of Sneider '491, Robiano DE *628, Noel '458 
and Whitehead et al. *490. 

Claims 1-4 and 13-14 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Clark et al. M 37 in view of Sneider *491, Robiano DE '628, Noel et al. H5S and Whitehead et 
al *490. 

The Examiner's rejections are respectfully traversed. Independent claim 9 has been 
amended herein to emphasize that the structure of the claimed invention permits the user to 
selectively attach and detach the wing to the pantiliaer. In d)js manner, the user may customize 
the article to the user's desires and preferences. For example, the user may select where to place 
the wing on the pantiliner or may choose not to employ the wing at all. The specification of the 
application describes che structure that permits this customization at page 11, L 21 through page 
12, 1. 6. It is respectfully submitted diat none of the cited references disclose such a structure nor 
do the cited references disclose articles that enable the user to customize the article in the same 
manner as the claimed invention. 

At best, the cited references disclose articles that have removable wings. However, such 
removable wings permit only a one-way alteration. In other words, the wing is either attached or 
detached. Thus, the user is not abie to customize the structure of the article, for example the user 
cannot select the location where the wing is attached to the article. Moreover, such 
"attachment" is not performed by the user in the manner of the claimed invention, but rather the 
wing is attached by the manufacturer. Again, no customization by the user is permitted, the user 
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cannot choose where to atUJch the wing since the location of attachment is dictated by the 
manufacturer. 

In view of the above, it is respectfully submitted that the cited references fail to disclose 
and/or render obvious the claimed invention. 

The Examiner is invited to call the applicants' undersigned representative if any further 
action will expedite the prosecution of the application or if the Examiner has any suggestions or 
questions concerning the application or the present Response. In fact, if the claims of the 
application are not believed to be in full condition for allowance, for any reason, the applicants 
respectftilly request the constructive assistance and suggestions of the Examiner in drafting one 
or more acceptable claims piu^suant to MPEP § 707,07(j) or in making constructive suggestions 
pursuant to MPEP § 706,03 so that the application can be placed in allowable condition as soon 
as possible and without the need for further proceedings. 

Respectfully submitted. 


By:^/Paul J. Higgins/ 

Paul J, Higgins 
Reg. No. 44 J 52 


Johnson &. Johnson 

One Johnson & Johnson Plaza 

New Brunswick, NJ 08933-7003 

(732) 524-1728 

Dated: April 30. 2006 
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